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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Status 

1 . This communication is responsive to the Amendments filed on June 30, 2006. 
The application has been fully examined and claims 1-89 are rejected and are pending 
in this Office Action. 

Response to Arguments 

Specification 

2. Applicants amendments with respect to the specification of the present 
application have been fully considered and it overcomes the objections as applied to the 
specification. As such the examiner has withdrawn the objection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC $ 101 

3. Applicants arguments with respect to the 101 rejection of the present application 
have been fully considered but are not persuasive. Claims 1-11, 24-41, 60-68, 78 are 
rejected because they are directed to a system, however all components are software 
[page 8 Iines10-12] and thus lacking the necessary hardware for any functionality to be 
realized. These claims do not indicate use of hardware on which the software runs to 
perform the steps recited in the body of the claim. Software or program can be stored 
on a medium and/or executed by a computer. A useful, concrete, and tangible results 
must be either specifically recited in the claim or flow inherently therefrom. To be useful 
the claimed invention must establish a specific, substantial, and credible utility. To be 
concrete the claimed invention must be able to produce reproducible results. .To be 
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tangible the claimed invention must produce must produce a practical application or real 
world result. As such, the claims are not limited to statutory subject matter and are 
therefore non-statutory. Rejections as applied under 101 is hereby sustained. 

Double Patenting 

4. With respect to claims 1,2, 7-9, 11-13, 17-20, 22-26, 28-32, 36-45, 47-50, 53-61, 
and 64-78, applicants* argue that the Examiner does not make clear the differences 
between the inventions defined by the conflicting claims", 

In response to that, the Examiner reminds the applicant of the reason given in 
the first Office action which says, that although the conflicting claims are not identical, 
they are not patentably distinct from each other because claims of instant Application 
No 10/607,927 are essentially the same as claims of copending Application No 
10/407,476 except that it recites "preferred country" in place of preferred language. 

The office Action further states that It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to substitute "language" 
with "country" because selecting (triggering) the use of a "language" is similar to the use 
of "country" [see Pub No: US 2003/0191817 to Justin Fidler]. 

Applicant argues, "Fidler fails to equate the terms 'language' and 'country'". 

In response to this argument, Fidler discloses it as "In an embodiment of the 
present invention, triggering of use of a particular language operates through the use of 
a variable that is linked to an NLS format, as is known in the art. NLS is a convention for 
naming language, similar to International Standards Organization (ISO) codes for 
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countries, in which a two letter code is used for each language." As such the recited 
process of language selection can be applied to that of county selection. 

For the above reasons, the examiner believes that rejection of the last Office 
action was proper as applied under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type 
double patenting rejection of claims 1,2, 7-9, 11-13, 17-20, 22-26, 28-32, 36-45, 47-50, 
53-61, and 64-78 as being unpatentable overclaims 1,4, 9-12, 15, 21-25, 27, 28, 30, 
35-39, 41-43, 47, 48, 50-53, 58, 60-66, 70-71, 73-75, 80-83, 86, 87, 89, 90, 92-95, and 
98-100 of co-pending Application No. 10/407,476. The examiner respectfully traverses 
applicant's arguments. And as such rejections as applied to the last Office action are 
hereby sustained. 

The examiner recognizes the nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on 
a judicially created doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) 
so as to prevent the unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" 
granted by a patent and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. See, 
e.g., In re Berg, 140 F.3d 1428, 46 USP.Q2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 1 1 
F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 
645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In 
re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d - 
528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-78 of the present application have 
been fully considered but are not persuasive. The examiner respectfully traverses 
applicant's arguments. 

Applicant asserts that the examiner's use of obviousness-type double patenting 
rejection is an admission by the examiner that "Lamping et al. does not disclose a 
'preferred country'" This conclusion is incorrect because the examiner did not use 
Lamping et al. in the double patenting rejection. 

With respect to claim 1 the applicants arguments that "the word 'country' is only 
mentioned once in Lamping et al. (e.g. paragraph 81), and does not equate the terms 
languages' and 'country'". And as such claim 1 cannot be disclosed by the reference. 

In response to applicant's argument, Lamping et al discloses that to determine a 
preferred language, a country or location is first determined, " a language preference 
might still be determinable based on information available in the URL 68 and the client 
location. The location of the IP domain identified in the URL 68 is determined (block 
132). For example, a URL 68 specified as "www.acme.at" has an IP domain of ".at," 
which indicates an Austrian IP domain. ... If the URL 68 provides a useful IP domain 
(block 133), the languages of the country to which the IP domain is assigned is 
determined (block 134) and returned (135). If not useful (block 133), the location of the 
client 12 from which the search query 36 was sent is determine (block 136) by 
evaluating a ClientJP parameter, which can be parsed from the header of the 
Transmission Control Protocol (TCP) packet within which the search query 36 was sent" 
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[Para 0081, Fig 9]. These locations are not randomly chosen but are rather locations 
(country) of interest (preference). Furthermore, the cited sections (in the first office 
Action) of Lamping et al further help to fully disclose claim 1 . 

« 

Claim 2-1 1 depend from claim 1 and the rejections as applied to these individual 
claims in the first office action still applies to them. 

With regards to claim 12, the applicant continues to assert that the examiner 
concluded that, "Lamping et al. only discloses use of language, as admitted by the 
Examiner". 

In response to the above argument, the Examiner notes that the applicant has 
failed to provide where this admission was made. 

Applicant further agues in claim 12 that "the word 'country' is only mentioned 
once in Lamping et al. (e.g. paragraph 81), and this document does not equate the 
terms 'languages' and 'country'". And as such claim 12 cannot be disclosed by the 
reference. 

In response to applicant's argument, Lamping et al discloses that to determine a 
preferred language, a country or location is first determined, " a language preference 
might still be determinable based on information available in the URL 68 and the client 
location. The location of the IP domain identified in the URL 68 is determined (block 
132). For example, a URL 68 specified as "www.acme.at" has an IP domain of ".at," 
which indicates an Austrian IP domain. ... If the URL 68 provides a useful IP domain 
(block 133), the languages of the country to which the IP domain is assigned is 
determined (block 134) and returned (135). If not useful (block 133), the location of the 
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client 12 from which the search query 36 was sent is determine (block 136) by 
evaluating a ClientJP parameter, which can be parsed from the header of the 
Transmission Control Protocol (TCP) packet within which the search query 36 was sent" 
[Para 0081]. These locations are not randomly chosen but are rather locations (country) 
of interest (preference). Furthermore, the cited sections (in the first office Action) of 
Lamping et al further help to fully disclose claim 12. 

With regards to claim 24, the applicant continues to assert that the examiner 
concluded that, "Lamping et al. only discloses use of language, as admitted by the 
Examiner". 

In response to the above argument, the Examiner notes that the applicant has 
failed to provide where this admission was made. 

Applicant further agues in claim 24 that "the word 'country' is only mentioned 
once in Lamping et al. (e.g. paragraph 81), and this document does not equate the 
terms 'languages' and 'country'". And as such claim 24 cannot be disclosed by the 
reference. 

In response to applicant's argument, Lamping et al discloses that to determine a 
preferred language, a country or location is first determined, " a language preference 
might still be determinable based on information available jn the URL 68 and the client 
location. The location of the IP domain identified in the URL 68 is determined (block 
132). For example, a URL 68 specified as "www.acme.at" has an IP domain of ".at," 
which indicates an Austrian IP domain. ... If the URL 68 provides a useful IP domain 
(block 133), the languages of the country to which the IP domain is assigned is 
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determined (block 134) and returned (135). If not useful (block 133), the location of the 
client 12 from which the search query 36 was sent is determine (block 136) by 
evaluating a ClientJP parameter, which can be parsed from the header of the 
Transmission Control Protocol (TCP) packet within which the search query 36 was sent" 
[Para 0081]. These locations are not randomly chosen but are rather locations (country) 
of interest (preference). Furthermore, the cited sections (in the first office Action) of 
Lamping et al further help to fully disclose claim 24. 

With regards to claim 25, the applicant continues to assert that the examiner 
concluded that, "Lamping et al. only discloses use of language, as admitted by the 
Examiner". 

In response to the above argument, the Examiner notes that the applicant has 
failed to provide where this admission was made. 

Applicant further agues in claim 25 that "the word 'country' is only mentioned 
once in Lamping et al. (e.g. paragraph 81), and this document does not equate the 
terms 'languages' and 'country'". And as such claim 25 cannot be disclosed by the 
reference. 

In response to applicant's argument, Lamping et al discloses that to determine a 
preferred language, a country or location is first determined, " a language preference 
might still be determinable based on information available in the URL 68 and the client 
location. The location of the IP domain identified in the URL 68 is determined (block 
132). For example, a URL 68 specified as "www.acme.at" has an IP domain of ".at," 
which indicates an Austrian IP domain. ... If the URL 68 provides a useful IP domain 
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(block 133), the languages of the country to which the IP domain is assigned is 
determined (block 134) and returned (135). If not useful (block 133), the location of the 
client 12 from which the search query 36 was sent is determine (block 136) by 
evaluating a ClientJP parameter, which can be parsed from the header of the 
Transmission Control Protocol (TCP) packet within which the search query 36 was sent" 
[Para 0081]. These locations are not randomly chosen but are rather locations (country) 
of interest (preference). Furthermore, the cited sections (in the first office Action) of 
Lamping et al further help to fully disclose claim 25. 

With regards to claim 42, the applicant continues to assert that the examiner 
concluded that, "Lamping et al. only discloses use of language, as admitted by the 
Examiner". 

In response to the above argument, the Examiner notes that the applicant has 
failed to provide where this admission was made. 

Applicant further agues in claim 42 that "the word 'country' is only mentioned 
once in Lamping et al. (e.g. paragraph 81), and this document does not equate the 
terms 'languages' and 'country'". And as such claim 42 cannot be disclosed by the 
reference. 

In response to applicant's argument, Lamping et al discloses that to determine a 
preferred language, a country or location is first determined, " a language preference 
might still be determinable based on information available in the URL 68 and the client 
location. The location of the IP domain identified in the URL 68 is determined (block 
132). For example, a URL 68 specified as "www.acme.at" has an IP domain of ".at," 
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which indicates an Austrian IP domain. ... If the URL 68 provides a useful IP domain 
(block 133), the languages of the country to which the IP domain is assigned is 
determined (block 134) and returned (135). If not useful (block 133), the location of the 
client 12 from which the search query 36 was sent is determine (block 136) by 
evaluating a ClientJP parameter, which can be parsed from the header of the 
Transmission Control Protocol (TCP) packet within which the search query 36 was sent" 
[Para 0081]. These locations are not randomly chosen but are rather locations (country) 
of interest (preference). Furthermore, the cited sections (in the first office Action) of 
Lamping et al further help to fully disclose claim 42. 

With regards to claim 60, the applicant continues to assert that the examiner 
concluded that, "Lamping et al. only discloses use of language, as admitted by the 
Examiner". 

In response to the above argument, the Examiner notes that the applicant has 
failed to provide where this admission was made. 

Applicant further agues in claim 60 that "the word Country' is only mentioned 
once in Lamping et al. (e.g. paragraph 81), and this document does not equate the 
terms languages' and 'country"'. And as such claim 60 cannot be disclosed by the 
reference. 

In response to applicant's argument, Lamping et al discloses that to determine a 
preferred language, a country or location is first determined, " a language preference 
might still be determinable based on information available in the URL 68 and the client 
location. The location of the IP domain identified in the URL 68 is determined (block 
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132). For example, a URL 68 specified as "www.acme.af has an IP domain of ".at," 
which indicates an Austrian IP domain. ... If the URL 68 provides a useful IP domain 
(block 133), the languages of the country to which the IP domain is assigned is 
determined (block 134) and returned (135). If not useful (block 133), the location of the 
client 12 from which the search query 36 was sent is determine (block 136) by 
evaluating a ClientJP parameter, which can be parsed from the header of the 
Transmission Control Protocol (TCP) packet within which the search query 36 was sent" 
[Para 0081]. These locations are not randomly chosen but are rather locations (country) 
of interest (preference). Furthermore, the cited sections (in the first office Action) of 
Lamping et al further help to fully disclose claim 60. 

With regards to claim 61 , the applicant continues to assert that the examiner 
concluded that, "Lamping et al. only discloses use of language, as admitted by the 
Examiner". 

In response to the above argument, the Examiner notes that the applicant has 
failed to provide where this admission was made. 

Applicant further agues in claim 61 that "the word 'country' is only mentioned 
once in Lamping et al. (e.g. paragraph 81), and this document does not equate the 
terms languages' and 'country'". And as such claim 61 cannot be disclosed by the 
reference. 

In response to applicant's argument, Lamping et al discloses that to determine a 
preferred language, a country or location is first determined, " a language preference 
might still be determinable based on information available in the URL 68 and the client 
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location. The location of the IP domain identified in the URL 68 is determined (block 
132). For example, a URL 68 specified as "www.acme.at" has an IP domain of ".at," 
which indicates an Austrian IP domain. ... If the URL 68 provides a useful IP domain 
(block 133), the languages of the country to which the IP domain is assigned is 
determined (block 134) and returned (135). If not useful (block 133), the location of the 
client 12 from which the search query 36 was sent is determine (block 136) by 
evaluating a ClientJP parameter, which can be parsed from the header of the 
Transmission Control Protocol (TCP) packet within which the search query 36 was sent" 
[Para 0081]. These locations are not randomly chosen but are rather locations (country) 
of interest (preference). Furthermore, the cited sections (in the first office Action) of 
Lamping et al further help to fully disclose claim 61 . 

With regards to claim 69, the applicant continues to assert that the examiner 
concluded that, "Lamping et al. only discloses use of language, as admitted by the 
Examiner". 

In response to the above argument, the Examiner notes that the applicant has 
failed to provide where this admission was made. 

Applicant further agues in claim 69 that "the word 'country' is only mentioned 
once in Lamping et al. (e.g. paragraph 81 ), and this document does not equate the 
terms languages' and 'country'". And as such claim 69 cannot be disclosed by the 
reference. 

In response to applicant's argument, Lamping et al discloses that to determine a 
preferred language, a country or location is first determined, " a language preference 
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might still be determinable based on information available in the URL 68 and the client 
location. The location of the IP domain identified in the URL 68 is determined (block 
132). For example, a URL 68 specified as "www.acme.at" has an IP domain of ".at," 
which indicates an Austrian IP domain. ... If the URL 68 provides a useful IP domain 
(block 133), the languages of the country to which the IP domain is assigned is 
determined (block 134) and returned (135). If not useful (block 133), the location of the 
client 12 from which the search query 36 was sent is determine (block 136) by 
evaluating a ClientJP parameter, which can be parsed from the header of the 
Transmission Control Protocol (TCP) packet within which the search query 36 was sent" 
[Para 0081]. These locations are not randomly chosen but are rather locations (country) 
of interest (preference). Furthermore, the cited sections (in the first office Action) of 
Lamping et al further help to fully disclose claim 69. 

With regards to claim 78, the applicant continues to assert that the examiner 
concluded that, "Lamping et al. only discloses use of language, as admitted by the 
Examiner". 

In response to the above argument, the Examiner notes that the applicant has 
failed to provide where this admission was made. 

Applicant further agues in claim 78 that "the word 'country' is only mentioned 
once in Lamping et al. (e.g. paragraph 81), and this document does not equate the 
terms 'languages' and 'country'". And as such claim 78 cannot be disclosed by the 
reference. 
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In response to applicant's argument, Lamping et al discloses that to determine a 
preferred language, a country or location is first determined, " a language preference 
might still be determinable based on information available in the URL 68 and the client 
location. The location of the IP domain identified in the URL 68 is determined (block 
132). For example, a URL 68 specified as "www.acme.at" has an IP domain of ".at," 
which indicates an Austrian IP domain. ... If the URL 68 provides a useful IP domain 
(block 133), the languages of the country to which the IP domain is assigned is 
determined (block 134) and returned (135). If not useful (block 133), the location of the 
client 12 from which the search query 36 was sent is determine (block 136) by 
evaluating a ClientJP parameter, which can be parsed from the header of the 
Transmission Control Protocol (TCP) packet within which the search query 36 was sent" 
[Para 0081]. These locations are not randomly chosen but are rather locations (country) 
of interest (preference). Furthermore, the cited sections (in the first office Action) of 
Lamping et al further help to fully disclose claim 78. 

5. For the above reasons, Examiner believed that rejection of the last Office action 
was proper. From the foregoing applicants have not met the requirements needed to 
traverse the rejections made to this application under 35 U.S.C. 102 (e) to claims 1-78. 
And as such rejections as applied to the last Office action are hereby sustained. 



6. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 
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Whoever invents qr discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 



7. Claims 1-1 1,24-41 , 60-68, 78 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 
claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 
Claims 1-11, 24-41 , 60-68, 78 are directed to a system, however all components are 
software [page 8 Iines10-12] and thus lacking the necessary hardware for any 
functionality to be realized. It is as such non-statutory. 



Double Patenting 

8. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims 
are not identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct 
from the reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is either anticipated 
by, or would have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 
F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 
USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 
1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 
F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 
644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321 (c) or 1 .321 (d) 
may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory 
double patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to 
be commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of 
activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1 ,' 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply 
with 37 CFR 3.73(b). 



9. Claims 1,2, 7-9, 11-13, 17-20, 22-26, 28-32, 36-45, 47-50, 53-61, 64-78, are 
provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting 
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♦ 

as being unpatentable over claims 1,4,9-12,15,15,21-25,27,28, 30,35-39, 41-43, 47,48, 
50-53, 58,60-66, 70-71,73-75, 80-83, 86,87, 89,90,92-95, 98-100 of copending 
Application No. 10407476. 

10. The following table shows the claims in Instant Application No: 10/607,927 that 
are rejected by corresponding claims in Application No: 10/407,476. 



Claims Comparison Table 



Instant application No 10/607,927 


Application No: 10/407,476 


Claim 1 


Claim 1 


Claim 2 


Claim 4 


Claim 7 


Claim 9 


Claim 8 


Claim 10 


Claim 9 


Claim 11 


Claim 11 


Claim 12 


Claim 12 


Claim 14 


Claim 13 


Claim 15 


Claim 17 


Claim 21 


Claim 18 


Claim 22 


Claim 19 


Claim 23 


Claim 20 


Claim 24 


Claim 22 


Claim 25 


Claim 23 


Claim 27 


Claim 24 


Claim 100 
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Claim 25 


Claim 28 


Claim 26 


Claim 30 


Claim 28 


Claim 35 


Claim 29 


Claim 36 


Claim 30 


Claim 37 


Claim 31 


Claim 38 


Claim 32 


Claim 39 


Claim 36 


Claim 41 


Claim 37 


Claim 42 


Claim 38 


Claim 43 


Claim 39 


Claim 47 


Claim 40 


Claim 48 


Claim 41 


Claim 50 


Claim 42 


Claim 51 


Claim 43 


Claim 53 


Claim 44 


Claim 89 


Claim 45 


Claim 58 


Claim 47 


Claim 60 


Claim 48 


Claim 61 


Claim 49 


Claim 62 


Claim 50 


Claim 63 
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Claim 53 


Claim 64 


Claim 54 


Claim 65 


Claim 55 


Claim 66 


Claim 56 


Claim 70 


Claim 57 


Claim 71 


Claim 58 


Claim 73 


Claim 59 


Claim 74 


Claim 60 


Claim 51,100 


Claim 61 


Claim 75 
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Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct 
from each other because claims of instant Application No 10/607,927 are essentially the 
same as claims of copending Application No 10/407,476 except that it recites "preferred 
country". 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to substitute "language" with "country" because selecting 
(triggering) the use of a "language" is similar to the use of "country" [see Pub No: US 
2003/0191817 to Justin Fidler] 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the 
conflicting claims have not in fact been patented. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

11. 35U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

12. Claims 1-11, 24-41, 60-68, 78 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 101 because the 
claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 
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Claims 1-11, 24-41, 60-68, 78 are directed to a system, however all components 
are software [page 8 Iines10-12] and thus lacking the necessary hardware for any 
functionality to be realized it is as such non-statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

13. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

14. Claims 1-89 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Pub No: 
2004/0194099 to Lamping et al (hereinafter Lamping). 

Claim 1. 

Lamping discloses: 

A system for ordering search results, comprising: 

a country selector dynamically determining at least one preferred country 
applicable to search results generated responsive to a search query executed on 
potentially retrievable information and provided in a plurality of search result countries; 
and [selector, country, search result, potentially retrievable, see Lamping paragraph 
0017,0043, 0081, Fig 9] 
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a search result orderer ordering at least some of the search results based on the 
at least one preferred country, [ordering, country, search result, preferred, see Lamping 
paragraph 0017, 0043, 0081 , Fig 9] 

Claim 2. 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 1 , further comprising: 

an interface characterizer determining the at least one preferred country using 
interface characteristics, [country, interface characteristics, see Lamping paragraph 
0077, 0081] 

Claim 3. 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 2, wherein the interface characteristics comprise at 
least one country accepted by the user interface, [country, interface characteristics, see 
Lamping paragraph 0077, 0081] 

Claim 4. 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 1, further comprising: 
an IP characterizer determining the at least one preferred country using IP 
characteristics, [country, IP, see Lamping paragraph 0077, 0081] 
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Claim 5. 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 4, wherein the IP characteristics comprise a network 
address of a client application from which the search query was submitted [IP address 
(network address), see Lamping paragraph, 0081]. 

Claim 6 . 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 1 , further comprising: 

an indexer ranking the search results [ranking, see Lamping paragraph 0082]; 

and 

the search result orderer ordering at least some of the ranked search results 
relative to the at least one preferred country, [order, search result, country, see Lamping 
paragraph 0067, 0082, 0081] 

Claim 7. 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 6, further comprising at least one of: 
the search result orderer demoting each search result in a country other than the 
at least one preferred country and promoting each search result in the at least one 
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preferred country by at least one position [demote, country, see Lamping paragraph 
0047,0081, Fig 9]; and 

the search result orderer promoting each search result in a country other than the 
at least one preferred country and demoting each search result in the at least one 
preferred country by at least one position, [orderer, promoter, country, see Lamping 
paragraph 0043, 0081, Fig 9]; 

Claim 8. 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 1 , further comprising: 

a scorer assigning a numerical score to the search results [scorer, see Lamping 
paragraph 0045]; and 

the search result orderer adjusting the numerical score of at least some of the 
search results in the at least one preferred country [orderer, scorer, see Lamping 
paragraph 0043, 0045]. 

Claim 9. 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 8, further comprising at least one of: 
the search result orderer increasing the numerical score assigned to the search 
results in the at least one preferred country and maintaining the numerical score 
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assigned to the search results in a country other than the at least one preferred country; 
and [country, orderer, scorer, see Lamping paragraph 0043, 0045, 0081]. 

the search result orderer decreasing the numerical score assigned to the search 
results in the at least one preferred country and maintaining the numerical score 
assigned to the search results in a country other than the at least one preferred country 
[country, orderer, scorer, see Lamping paragraph 0043, 0045, 0081]. 

Claim 10. 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 8, further comprising: 

a country selector including one or more related, alternate and less preferred 
countries in the at least one preferred country [country, selector, less preferred, see 
Lamping paragraph 0043, 0081]; and 

the search result orderer adjusting the numerical score, comprising at least one 
of increasing the numerical score assigned to the search results in the one or more 
related, alternate and less preferred countries and maintaining the numerical score 
assigned to the search results in a country other than the at least one preferred country, 
and decreasing the numerical score assigned to the search results in the one or more 
related, alternate and less preferred countries and maintaining the numerical score 
assigned to the search results in a country other than the at least one preferred country, 
[country, increase, decrease, numerical score, see Lamping paragraph 0048, 0081] 
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Claim 11. 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 1 , further comprising: 

the search result orderer sorting at least some of the search results with adjusted 
numerical scores, [resorting, numerical score, see Lamping paragraph 0015] 

Claim 12. 

Lamping discloses: 

A method for ordering search results, comprising: 

dynamically determining at least one preferred country applicable to search 
results generated responsive to a search executed on potentially retrievable information 
and provided in a plurality of search result countries [country, search result, potentially 
retrievable, see Lamping paragraph 0017, 0043, 0081, Fig 9]; and 

ordering at least some of the search results based on the at least one preferred 
country, [ordering, country, search result, preferred, see Lamping paragraph 0017, 
0043, 0081, Fig 9] 

Claim 13. 

Lamping discloses: 

A method according to claim 12, further comprising: 
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determining the at least one preferred country using interface characteristics, 
[country, preferred, see Lamping paragraph 0077, 0081] 

Claim 14. 

Lamping discloses: 

A method according to claim 13, wherein the interface characteristics comprise at 
least one country accepted by the user interface, [country, interface characteristics, see 
Lamping paragraph 0077, 0081] 

Claim 15. 

Lamping discloses: 

A method according to claim 12, further comprising: 
determining the at least one preferred country using IP characteristics. [IP 
parameter, country, see Lamping paragraph 0081] 

Claim 16. 

Claim 16 is essentially the same as claim 5 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 5 hereinabove. 

Claim 17 . 

Claim 17 is essentially the same as claim 6 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 6 hereinabove. 
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Claim 18. 

Claim 18 is essentially the same as claim 7 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 7 hereinabove. 

Claim 19. 

Claim 19 is essentially the same as claim 8 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 8 hereinabove. 

Claim 20. 

Claim 20 is essentially the same as claim 9 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 9 hereinabove. 

Claim 21 . 

Lamping discloses: 

A method according to claim 19, further comprising: 

including one or more related, alternate and less preferred countries in the at 
least one preferred country [preferred, country, see Lamping paragraph 0081] ; and 

adjusting the numerical score, comprising at least one of [adjusting the numerical 
score, see Lamping paragraph 0015]: 

increasing the numerical score assigned to the search results in the one or more 
related, alternate and less preferred countries and maintaining the numerical score 
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assigned to the search results in a country other than the at least one preferred country 
[increase numerical score, country see Lamping paragraph 0048, 0081]; and 

decreasing the numerical score assigned to the search results in the one or more 
related, alternate and less preferred countries and maintaining the numerical score 
assigned to the search results in a country other than the at least one preferred country 
[decrease numerical score, country see Lamping paragraph 0048, 0081]. 

Claim 22. 

Claim 22 is essentially the same as claim 1 1 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 1 1 hereinabove. 

Claim 23. 

Lamping discloses: 

A computer-readable storage medium holding code for performing the method 
according to claim 12 [computer-readable storage, see Lamping paragraph 0038]. 

Claim 24. 

Claim 24 is essentially the same as claim 1 except that it recites "apparatus". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 1 hereinabove. 



Claim 25. 

Lamping discloses: 
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A system for providing preferred country ordering of search results, comprising: 

a parser receiving a search query describing potentially retrievable information 
provided in a plurality of search result countries [parser, country, see Lamping 
paragraph 0040, 0081]; 

an indexer executing a search by evaluating the search query against information 
characteristics maintained in a searchable data repository [indexer, see Lamping 
paragraph 0041]; and 

a country promoter dynamically determining at least one preferred country 
applicable to search results generated responsive to the executed search, and ordering 
at least some of the search results based on the at least one preferred country 
[promoter, country, see Lamping paragraph 0041, 0081]. 

Claim 26 . 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 25, further comprising: 

a user interface characterizer determining a country accepted by a user interface 
[user interface characteristics, see Lamping paragraph 0015, 0046, 0081]; and 

a country selector selecting the country as the at least one preferred country 
[selector, country, see Lamping paragraph, 0043, 0081]. 



Claim 27. 

Lamping discloses: 
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A system according to claim 25, further comprising: 

an Internet Protocol (IP) characterizer determining a country based on a network 
address of a client application from which the search query was submitted [IP, 
determine country see Lamping paragraph 0081]; and 

a country selector selecting the country as the at least one preferred country 
[selector, country see Lamping paragraph 0043, 0081]. 

Claim 28 . 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 25, further comprising: 

a search result orderer ordering the search results based on a match of a country 
of the search results to the at least one preferred country [order, match, country see 
Lamping paragraph 0067, 0068, 0081]. 

Claim 29 . 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 25, further comprising: a search result orderer 

ordering the search results by degree of match of a country of the search results to the 

at least one preferred country [degree, order, match, country, see Lamping paragraph 
» 

0067, 0068, 0081]. 
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Claim 30. 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 29, further comprising: 

the search result orderer demoting the search results in a country other than the 
at least one preferred country by a predefined shifting factor [demote, shifting factor, 
country, see Lamping paragraph 0047, 0081]. 

Claim 31 . 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 30, wherein the predefined factor substantially 
equals two (2.0) [shifting factor, country, see Lamping paragraph 0047]. 

Claim 32. 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 29, further comprising: 

the search result orderer promoting the search results in a country other than the 
at least one preferred country by a predefined shifting factor, [promote, shifting factor, 
country, see Lamping paragraph 0047, 0081]. 
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Claim 33. 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 25, further comprising: 

a scorer ordering each of the search results by degree of match to the 

information characteristics, [scorer, degree, match, country, see Lamping paragraph 

0047, 0045]. 

Claim 34. 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 25, further comprising: 

a country detector detecting a country associated with at least one search result 
[identify (detect), search results, country see Lamping paragraph 0042, 0081]. 

Claim 35. 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 34, further comprising at least one of: 

a Uniform Resource Locator (URL) analyzer determining a URL extension for the 

at least one search result [identify (Uniform Resource Locator (URL) see Lamping 

paragraph 0054, 0081]; 
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a domain registrar examiner examining a domain registrar address for the at 
least one search result and inferring the country from a business associated therewith 
[see Lamping paragraph 0081]; 

a country inferrer inferring the country from at least one of the IP address of a 
Web server from which the search result was obtained, a search result document for the 
at least one search result, or other Web pages on a same Web site as the at least one 
search result [see Lamping paragraph, 0081]; and 

a hyperlink analyzer examining anchor text of hyperlinks to the search result 
document, text near the hyperlinks, or countries of the Web pages with hyperlinks to the 
search result document [country, hyperlink, see Lamping paragraph 0041, 0081]. 

Claim 36. 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 25, wherein the search results are assigned a 
numerical score, further comprising: 

a search result orderer increasing the numerical score assigned to at least some 
of the search results in the at least one preferred country [country, numerical score, 
search results, increase, see Lamping paragraph 0089, 0081]. 



Claim 37 . 

Lamping discloses: 
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A system according to claim 36, wherein the numerical score is adjusted in 
accordance with the formula: 
si = (si+ 1)/2 

where si comprises the numerical score for each search result i. 
[see Lamping paragraph 0048, Fig 12 (174)] 

Claim 38, 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 36, wherein the search results are assigned a 
numerical score, further comprising: 

a search result orderer decreasing the numerical score assigned to at least some 
of the search results in the at least one preferred country [country, numerical score, 
search results, decrease, see Lamping paragraph 0089, 0081]. 

Claim 39. 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 25, further comprising: 

a presenter presenting the search results, [see Lamping paragraph 0052] 

Claim 40. 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 39, further comprising: 
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the presenter performing at least one of controlling enablement of presentation of 
at least some of the search results for each of the at least one preferred country, 
grouping together at least some of the search results for each of the at least one 
preferred country and arranging at least some of the search results for each of the at 
least one preferred country next to at least some of the search results for at least one 
country other than the at least one preferred countries prior to presentation to the user, 
[see Lamping paragraph 0052, 0081] 

Claim 41 . 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 25, further comprising: 

a country selector including one or more related, alternate and less preferred 
countries in the at least one preferred country [country, selector, less preferred, see 
Lamping paragraph 0043, 0081]. 

Claim 42. 

Claim 42 is essentially the same as claim 25 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 25 hereinabove. 

Claim 43 . 

Claim 43 is essentially the same as claim 26 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 26 hereinabove. 
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Claim 44 . 

Claim 44 is essentially the same as claim 27 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 27 hereinabove. 

Claim 45 . 

Claim 45 is essentially the same as claim 28 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 28 hereinabove. 

Claim 46. 

Claim 46 is essentially the same as claim 29 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 29 hereinabove. 

Claim 47 . 

Claim 47 is essentially the same as claim 30 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 30 hereinabove. 

Claim 48. 

Claim 48 is essentially the same as claim 31 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 31 hereinabove. 



Claim 49 
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Claim 49 is essentially the same as claim 32 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 32 hereinabove. 

Claim 50 . 

Claim 50 is essentially the same as claim 33 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 33 hereinabove. 

Claim 51. 

Claim 51 is essentially the same as claim 34 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 34 hereinabove. 

Claim 52. 

Claim 52 is essentially the same as claim 35 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 35 hereinabove. 

Claim 53. 

Claim 53 is essentially the same as claim 36 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 36 hereinabove. 

Claim 54. 

Claim 54 is essentially the same as claim 37 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 37 hereinabove. 
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Claim 55, 

Claim 55 is essentially the same as claim 38 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 38 hereinabove. 

Claim 56. 

Claim 56 is essentially the same as claim 39 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 39 hereinabove.. 

Claim 57 . 

Claim 57 is essentially the same as claim 40 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 40 hereinabove.. 

Claim 58 . 

Claim 58 is essentially the same as claim 41 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 41 hereinabove. 

Claim 59 . 

Lamping discloses: 

A computer-readable storage medium holding code for performing the method 
according to claim 42 [computer-readable storage, see Lamping paragraph 0038]. 
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Claim 60 . 

Claim 60 is essentially the same as claim 25 except that it recites "apparatus". It 
is rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 25 hereinabove. 

Claim 61 . 

Lamping discloses: 

A system for dynamically determining country preferences and ordering of search 
results, comprising [ordering, country, search result, preferred, see Lamping paragraph 
0017, 0043, 0081]: 

a parser receiving a search query request message and parsing at least one of 
terms and attributes from the search query request message to identify potentially 
retrievable Web content provided in a plurality of search result countries [parser, web 
content, search query, see Lamping paragraph 0040]; 

an indexer executing a search by evaluating the at least one of terms and 
attributes against information characteristics maintained in a searchable data repository 
and generating search results responsive to the executed search [indexer, see Lamping 
paragraph 0041]; 

a country promoter determining at least one preferred country, comprising 
[promoter, country, see Lamping paragraph 0043, 0081]: 
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a country determiner evaluating characteristics of at least one of the user 
interface and the Internet Protocol (IP), and selecting the at least one preferred country 
based on the evaluated characteristics [see Lamping paragraph 0081]; 

a country orderer ordering at least some of the search results based on the at 
least one preferred country [country, order, search results, see Lamping paragraph 
0081, 0068]; and 

a presenter presenting the search results as search result response messages, 
[see Lamping paragraph 0052] 

Claim 62, 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 61, wherein evaluating the user interface further 
comprises: 

a user interface characterizer determining at least one country accepted by the 
user interface, [country, user interface characteristics, see Lamping paragraph 0015, 
0046, 0077, 0081] 

Claim 63. 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 61 , wherein evaluating the IP characteristics further 
comprises: 
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an Internet Protocol (IP) characterizer determining a network address of a client 
application from which the search query request message was submitted. [Internet 
protocol, determine, address, see Lamping paragraph 0081] 

Claim 64 . 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 61 , wherein the search results are generated in a 
ranked order, further comprising [rank, order, search result, see Lamping paragraph 
0083, 0084]: 

a search result orderer ordering at least some of the search results relative to the 
at least one preferred country by a predefined shifting factor, comprising at least one of 
demoting each such search result in a country other than the at least one preferred 
country by the predefined shifting factor and promoting each such search result in the at 
least one preferred country by at least one position, and promoting each such search 
result in a country other than the at least one preferred country by the predefined 
shifting factor and demoting each such search result in the at least one preferred 
country by at least one position, [rank, order, shifting factor, promote, demote, see 
Lamping paragraph 0083, 0084] 

Claim 65 . 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 64, further comprising: 
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the search result orderer adjusting the predefined shifting factor based on 
available context in the search query request message and the search results, [order, 
shifting factor, search result, search query, see Lamping paragraph 0083, 0084] 



Claim 66 . 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 61 , wherein the search results are generated in a 
ranked order by numerical score, further comprising: 

the search result orderer adjusting the numerical score of at least some of the 
search results by a predetermined weighting factor comprising at least one of increasing 
the numerical score assigned to the search results in the at least one preferred country 
and maintaining the numerical score assigned to the search results in a country other 
than the at least one preferred country, and decreasing the numerical score assigned to 
the search results in the at least one preferred country and maintaining the numerical 
score assigned to the search results in a country other than the at least one preferred 
country, [adjust, numerical score, weighting factor, see Lamping paragraph 0083, 0084] 

Claim 67 . 

Lamping discloses: 

A system according to claim 66, further comprising: 
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the search result orderer adjusting the predefined weighting factor based on 
available context in the search query request message and the search results [adjust, 
numerical score, weighting factor, see Lamping paragraph 0083, 0084]. 

Claim 68 . 

A system according to claim 61, wherein the search query request message and 
each search result response message is HTTP-compliant. [HTTP-compliant, see 
Lamping paragraph 0068] 

Claim 69. 

Claim 69 is essentially the same as claim 61 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 61 hereinabove. 

Claim 70. 

Claim 70 is essentially the same as claim 62 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 62 hereinabove. 

Claim 71 . 

Claim 71 is essentially the same as claim 63 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 63 hereinabove. 



Claim 72 
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Claim 72 is essentially the same as claim 64 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 64 hereinabove. 

Claim 73 . 

Claim 74 is essentially the same as claim 65 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 65 hereinabove. 

Claim 74 . 

Claim 74 is essentially the same as claim 66 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 66 hereinabove. 

Claim 75. 

Claim 75 is essentially the same as claim 67 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 67 hereinabove. 

Claim 76 . 

Claim 76 is essentially the same as claim 68 except that it recites "method". It is 
rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 68 hereinabove. 



Claim 77 . 

Lamping discloses: 
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A computer-readable storage medium holding code for performing the method 
according to claim 69. [computer-readable storage, see Lamping paragraph 0038] 

Claim 78 . 

Claim 78 is essentially the same as claim 69 except that it recites "apparatus". It 
is rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 69 hereinabove. 

Claim 79 (new). 
Lamping discloses: 
A method comprising: 

executing a search in response to a search query to generate search results [execute 
search, search result, Para 0007, Fig 3, 6]; 

ordering the search results based on a degree of match with the search query [order 
search results, Fig 6 (83), Para 0067]; 

dynamically determining a preferred country [Determine location (country), Para 0081, 
Fig 9 (132-139)]; and 

reordering at least some of the search results based on the preferred country [ordering, 
country, search result, preferred, see Lamping paragraph 0017, 0043, 0081, Fig 9]. 

Claim 80 . (new) 

Lamping discloses the elements of claim 79 as above and furthermore it 
discloses, wherein the preferred country is determined based on an interface 
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characteristic comprising a country accepted by a user interface [country, interface 
characteristics, see Lamping paragraph 0077, 0081]. 

Claim 81 . (new) 

Lamping discloses the elements of claim 79 as above and furthermore it 
discloses, wherein the preferred country is determined based on an IP characteristic 
comprising a network address of a client application from which the search query was 
submitted [IP address (network address), see Lamping paragraph, 0081]. 

Claim 82 . (new) 

Lamping discloses the elements of claim 79 as above and furthermore it 
discloses, wherein the preferred country is determined based on a user preference 
comprising cookies received from a user interface [cookies, Para 0009, 0078]. 

Claim 83 . (new) 

Lamping discloses the elements of claim 79 as above and furthermore it 
discloses: determining a country associated with each search result based on at least 
one of a Uniform Resource Locator (URL) associated with each search result, a domain 
register address associated with each search result, or an anchor text of a hyperlink 
associated with each search result [URL, Para 81, Fig 9]. 



Claim 84 . (new) 
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Lamping discloses the elements of claim 83 as above and furthermore it 
discloses, wherein the at least some search results are reordered based on a degree of 
match between the countries associated with the search results and the preferred 
country [order search results, Fig 6 (83), Para 0067, 0081]. 

Claim 85. (new) 

Lamping discloses the elements of claim 83 as above and furthermore it 
discloses comprising at least one of: 

demoting each search result associated with a country other than the preferred 
country and promoting each search result associated with the preferred country 
[demote, country, see Lamping paragraph 0047, 0081, Fig 9]; and 

promoting each search result associated with a country other than the preferred 
country and demoting each search result associated with the preferred country 
[orderer, promoter, country, see Lamping paragraph 0043, 0081, Fig 9]. 

Claim 86 . (new) 

Lamping discloses the elements of claim 79 as above and furthermore it 
discloses: 

dynamically determining an alternate preferred country based on at least one of 
interface characteristics, Internet Protocol (IP) characteristics, or user preferences 
[country, search result, potentially retrievable, see Lamping paragraph 0017, 0043, 
0081, Fig 9]; and 
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reordering at least some of the search results based on the alternate preferred 
country [ordering, country, search result, preferred, see Lamping paragraph 0017, 
0043, 0081, Fig 9]. 

Claim 87 . (new) 

Lamping discloses the elements of claim 86 as above and furthermore it 
discloses, wherein the search results associated with the preferred country are provided 
before the search results associated with the alternate preferred country [country, less 
preferred, see Lamping paragraph 0043, 0081]. 

Claim 88. (new) 

Lamping discloses: 

A device comprising: 
a memory to store a plurality of instructions [memory, Para 0037]; and 
a processor to execute instructions in the memory to [processor, Para 0037]: 

order search results based on a degree of match with a search query [ordering, 
country, search result, preferred, see Lamping paragraph 0017, 0043, 0081, Fig 9], 

dynamically determine a preferred country based on at least one of an interface 
characteristic, an Internet Protocol (IP) characteristic, or a user preference [IP, country, 
search result, potentially retrievable, see Lamping paragraph 0017, 0043, 0081, Fig 9], 
and 
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reorder at least some of the search results based on the preferred country 
[ordering, country, search result, preferred, see Lamping paragraph 0017, 0043, 0081, 
Fig 9]. 

Claim 89 . (new) 

Claim 89 is essentially the same as claim 88 except that it recites "computer 
readable medium". It is rejected for the same rational as applied to claims 88 
hereinabove. 

Conclusion 

1 5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Contact Information 



16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Emeka Ebirim whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3994. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30pm - 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on 571-272-3978. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-272-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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